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and budget autonomy and therefore cannot
spend its own funds unless authorized by
Congress.

Extensive hearings in the D.C. City Council
have been held on the underlying issues, with
an informed and vigorous debate by members
of the City Council. On June 16, the City
Council approved legislation to finance the
new convention center, and on July 7, the City
Council passed a bond inducement resolution
to approve the Authority’s proposal for the
issuance of dedicated tax revenue bonds to fi-
nance construction of the convention center.
On July 13, the D.C. Financial Responsibility
and Management Assistance Authority (Con-
trol Board) gave its final approval to the fi-
nancing plan for the project, leaving only con-
gressional authorization, which is necessary
for the District to proceed to the bond market.

On July 15, the Subcommittee on the Dis-
trict of Columbia heard testimony from Mayor
Marion Barry, City Council Chair Linda Cropp,
City Council Member Charlene Drew Jarvis,
Control Board Chair Andrew Brimmer, Author-
ity President Terry Golden, and representa-
tives of the General Accounting Office (GAO)
and the General Services Administration
(GSA) on the financial aspects of the project.
After hearing this testimony, I am satisfied that
the Authority is ready to proceed with the
issuance of bonds to secure financing, allow-
ing the Authority to begin to break ground pos-
sibly as early as September. Considering the
many years’ delay and the millions in lost rev-
enue to the District, ground breaking cannot
come too soon.

Although the GAO testified that the cost of
constructing the new convention center would
be $708 million, $58 million more than the
$650 million estimate, this $58 million is not
attributable to the cost of the center but to cer-
tain costs that should be borne by entities
other than the Authority. For example, vendors
who will operate in the facility are anticipated
to contribute $17.7 million in equipment costs;
the District government will provide $10 million
for utility relocation from expected Department
of Housing and Urban Development grants;
and the President has requested $25 million in
his budget to expand the Mount Vernon
Square Metro station.

The GSA testified that the agency had
worked closely with the Authority to keep the
costs of the project down. With the GSA’s as-
sistance, the Authority secured a contract with
a construction manager for a ‘‘Guaranteed
Maximum Price,’’ whereby the private contrac-
tor is given incentives to keep costs down and
assumes the risk for any cost overruns.

Mayor Marion Barry testified, among other
things, regarding the promise of additional
jobs for District residents. He said that the
new convention center would create nearly
1,000 new construction jobs, and that once
the facility is completed, it would generate
nearly 10,000 jobs in the hospitality and tour-
ism industries. He testified that, using some of
the approaches that were successful with the
MCI Center, special training and goals for jobs
for D.C. residents would be met.

The District of Columbia Subcommittee
hearing was not a reprise of the lengthy D.C.
City Council hearings, and, on home rule
grounds, did not attempt to repeat issues of
local concern. However, since the issues of fi-
nancing and bonding before the Congress im-
plicate other areas, the Subcommittee asked
extensive questions and received testimony

concerning many issues, including location,
size, and job creation, in addition to the strictly
financial issues.

This convention center has an unusual fi-
nancial base, which I believe other cities might
do well to emulate. The financing arises from
a proposal by the hotel and restaurant industry
for taxes on their own industry that would not
have been available to the city for any other
purpose. The proposal was made at a time
when the city’s need for revenue and jobs has
been especially pressing. For many years, the
District had been unable to attract large con-
ventions. Not only has the District lost billions
as a result; the local hotel and restaurant in-
dustry has suffered from the absence of a
large convention center. It is estimated that
the inadequacy of the current facility led to the
loss of $300 million in revenue from lost con-
ventions in 1997 alone. My legislation will en-
able the District to compete for its market
share in the convention industry for the first
time in many years.

The delay in building an adequate conven-
tion center has been very costly to the District.
In a town dominated by tax exempt property,
especially government buildings, a convention
center is one of the few projects that can bring
significant revenues. To that end, the District
intends to break ground this September. I ask
for expeditious passage on this bill.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the
third time, and passed, and a motion to
reconsider was laid on the table.
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MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE

A message from the Senate by Mr.
Lundregan, one of its clerks, an-
nounced that the Senate had passed
with amendments in which the concur-
rence of the House is requested, bills of
the House of the following titles:

H.R. 4194. An act making appropriations
for the Departments of Veterans Affairs and
Housing and Urban Development, and for
sundry independent agencies, boards, com-
missions, corporations, and offices for the
fiscal year ending September 30, 1999, and for
other purposes.

H.R. 4328. An act making appropriations
for the Department of Transportation and
related agencies for the fiscal year ending
September 30, 1999, and for other purposes.

The message also announced that the
Senate insists upon its amendment to
the bill (H.R. 4194) ‘‘An Act making ap-
propriations for the Departments of
Veterans Affairs and Housing and
Urban Development, and for sundry
independent agencies, boards, commis-
sions, corporations and offices for the
fiscal year ending September 30, 1999,
and for other purposes,’’ requests a
conference with the House on the dis-
agreeing votes of the two Houses there-
on and appoints Mr. BOND, Mr. BURNS,
Mr. STEVENS, Mr. SHELBY, Mr. CAMP-
BELL, Mr. CRAIG, Ms. MIKULSKI, Mr.
LEAHY, Mr. LAUTENBERG, Mr. HARKIN,
and Mr. BYRD, to be the conferees on
the part of the Senate.

The message also announced that the
Senate insists upon its amendment to
the bill (H.R. 4328) ‘‘An Act making ap-
propriations for the Department of

Transportation and related agencies
for the fiscal year ending September 30,
1999, and for other purposes,’’ requests
a conference with the House on the dis-
agreeing votes of the two Houses there-
on, and appoints Mr. SHELBY, Mr.
DOMENICI, Mr. SPECTER, Mr. BOND, Mr.
GORTON, Mr. BENNETT, Mr. FAIRCLOTH,
Mr. STEVENS, Mr. LAUTENBERG, Mr.
BYRD, Ms. MIKULSKI, Mr. REID, Mr.
KOHL, Mrs. MURRAY, and Mr. INOUYE, to
be the conferees on the part of the Sen-
ate.

The message also announced that the
Senate passed a concurrent resolution
of the following title in which concur-
rence of the House is requested:

S. Con. Res. 114. Concurrent resolution pro-
viding for a conditional adjournment or re-
cess of the Senate and a conditional adjourn-
ment of the House of Representatives.

f

b 2145

BIPARTISAN CAMPAIGN
INTEGRITY ACT OF 1997

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
LAHOOD). Pursuant to House Resolu-
tion 442 and rule XXIII, the Chair de-
clares the House in the Committee of
the Whole House on the State of the
Union for the further consideration of
the bill, H.R. 2183.

b 2150

IN THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE

Accordingly, the House resolved
itself into the Committee of the Whole
House on the State of the Union for the
further consideration of the bill (H.R.
2183) to amend the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971 to reform the fi-
nancing of campaigns for elections for
Federal office, and for other purposes,
with Mr. BLUNT (Chairman pro tem-
pore) in the chair.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.
The CHAIRMAN pro tempore. When

the Committee of the Whole House rose
earlier today, the amendment offered
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania
(Mr. PETERSON) had been disposed of.

It is now in order to consider amend-
ment No. 22 offered by the gentleman
from Georgia (Mr. BARR).

Mr. BARR of Georgia. Mr. Chairman,
I ask unanimous consent to withdraw
amendment No. 22, and ask the House
to consider amendment No. 23, at the
Chairman’s desk.

The CHAIRMAN pro tempore. Is
there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Georgia?

There was no objection.
AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. BARR OF GEORGIA

TO THE AMENDMENT IN THE NATURE OF A SUB-
STITUTE NO. 13 OFFERED BY MR. SHAYS

Mr. BARR of Georgia. Mr. Chairman,
I offer amendment No. 23 to the amend-
ment in the nature of a substitute No.
13 offered by Mr. SHAYS.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will des-
ignate the amendment to the amend-
ment in the nature of a substitute.

The text of the amendment to the
amendment in the nature of a sub-
stitute is as follows:
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